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from the people. Mr. Speaker, here are
a few of the things that they said:

One woman spoke about the loss of
dignity she felt while waiting in line
just for water, and many others gave us
important stories which I will put into
the RECORD at a later time.

STORMONT HOUSE AGREEMENT

(Mr. McCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, last
month the Tom Lantos Human Rights
Commission, which I co-chair, hosted a
briefing by women from Belfast on the
aftermath of the Northern Ireland con-
flict in which 3,500 people died, 90 per-
cent of them men. Women survived to
pick up the pieces.

The 1998 Good Friday agreement that
ended the war protected human rights
going forward but did not address the
past, so the needs of victims of human
rights violations committed by both
sides are still unmet.

Women in Northern Ireland who have
supported survivors have now devel-
oped gender principles for dealing with
the legacy of the past. The 2014
Stormont House Agreement could help
victims and survivors access truth, jus-
tice, and reparations.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all those con-
cerned with human rights, peace, and
security in Northern Ireland to encour-
age the British and Irish Governments
and the Northern Ireland Assembly to
fully implement the legacy parts of the
Stormont House Agreement incor-
porating the gender principles.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WESTMORELAND) laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 7, 2016.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
September 7, 2016 at 9:41 a.m.:

Appointment:

Evidence-Based Policymaking Commis-
sion.

National Advisory Committee on Institu-
tional Quality and Integrity.

United States Commission on
national Religious Freedom.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

Inter-

KAREN L. HAAS.
————
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION

OF H.R. 5063, STOP SETTLEMENT
SLUSH FUNDS ACT OF 2016

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, by direction of the Committee on
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Rules, I call up House Resolution 843
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 843

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5063) to limit
donations made pursuant to settlement
agreements to which the United States is a
party, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on the Judiciary. After general
debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule. It
shall be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on the Judiciary now printed in
the bill. The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute are waived. No amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, for the purpose of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks and
include extraneous materials on House
Resolution 843, currently under consid-
eration.

September 7, 2016

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I am pleased today to bring forward
this rule on behalf of the Rules Com-
mittee. The rule provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 5063, the Stop Settlement
Slush Funds Act of 2016.

The rule provides for 1 hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and the ranking member of the
Judiciary Committee and also provides
a motion to recommit.

Additionally, the rule makes in order
7 of the 11 amendments submitted, rep-
resenting ideas from Members on both
sides of the aisle.

Yesterday, the Rules Committee re-
ceived testimony from the chairman of
the Judiciary Committee and the rank-
ing member of the Judiciary Sub-
committee on Regulatory Reform,
Commercial and Antitrust Law. Sub-
committee hearings were held on both
H.R. 5063 and on the topic of the De-
partment of Justice’s mortgage lending
settlements with major lending banks.
In May of this year, H.R. 5063 was
marked up and reported by the Judici-
ary Committee. The bill passed the Ju-
diciary Committee after the consider-
ation of several amendments. The Stop
Settlement Slush Funds Act went
through regular order and enjoyed
thorough discussion at both the sub-
committee and full committee level.

H.R. 5063 is supported by the Insti-
tute for Legal Reform, Americans for
Limited Government, and Americans
for Tax Reform because it increases ac-
countability for how settlement funds
are spent and it helps to restore the
balance of power between the branches
of government.

The Stop Settlement Slush Funds
Act was introduced after the nearly 20-
month investigation by the House Ju-
diciary Committee found that the De-
partment of Justice was systematically
circumventing Congress and directing
settlement money to activist groups.
This bill will help address that prob-
lem.

The power of the purse is one of Con-
gress’ greatest tools to rein in the ex-
ecutive branch and exercise oversight.
It is no surprise, then, that this admin-
istration would want to find a way
around that oversight and grow its au-
thority. In fact, in the last 2 years
alone, the Department of Justice has
funneled non-victim third-party groups
as much as $880 million.

The Department of Justice does this
by collecting money from parties who
have broken the law and then use that
money to create a slush fund, rather
than sending the money to the victims
of the illicit activity. The Department
of Justice allows the ‘‘donations’—if
that is what they are called—required
under the settlements to count as a
double credit against defendants’ pay-
ment obligations. Interestingly, credit
for direct relief to consumers is only
counted as dollar for dollar, indicating
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